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Thefollowing problems wer e discovered asaresult of areview conducted by our
office of the Fixed Assets Equipment.

We tested fixed asset equipment records of the sixteen executive departments as of
June 30, 1999. Based on our tests, we reached the following conclusions:

Some departments’ equipment records were not accurate or compl ete.

Some departments did not properly record assets purchased in the fixed asset
records.

Some departments could not physically locate equipment itemsthat werelisted on
therecords. In many instances, the department did not know why theitemswere
missing.

Some departments do not record equipment transactions in a timely manner,
which increases the likelihood of errors or omissionsin the records.

Some departments did not perform adequate annual physical inventories of
eguipment items.

Some equipment acquired by lease purchase agreements was not recorded in
accordance with state policy and generally accepted accounting principles.

Some departments did not report accurate information to the Office of
Administration (OA) for inclusion in the state’' s comprehensive annual financial
report. For example, equipment items totaling $3,042,000 that were recorded on
the Division of Job Development and Training equipment records were not
reported to the Office of Administration (OA) for inclusion in the state’ s annual
financial report. These assets are located at the offices of Service Delivery Areas
throughout the state. Furthermore, record keeping or valuation problems
prevented some other departmentsfrom reporting accurate equi pment balancesto
the OA.

Departments reviewed in this audit include the following:

Office of Administration, Revenue, Elementary and Secondary Education, Higher
Education, Agriculture, Insurance, Conservation, Economic Devel opment, Labor
and Industrial Relations, Natural Resources, Transportation, Public Safety, Menta
Health, Social Services, Health, and Corrections.
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Honorable Mel Carnahan, Governor
and
All Executive Department Directors

We have conducted a review of fixed assets equipment owned by the State of Missouri's
Sixteen executive departments. The objectives of this review were to:

1 Determine the accuracy of the equipment records as of June 30, 1999.

2. Determine the valuation of equipment by various dollar value ranges as of June
30, 1999.

3. Determine if the $250 value for capitalization of equipment should be raised.
4, Review internal controls over accounting for state-owned equipment.

Our review was made in accordance with applicable generally accepted government
auditing standards and included such procedures as we considered necessary under the
circumstances. In this regard, we reviewed applicable state laws and regulations, interviewed
applicable personnel of various executive departments, and reviewed certain records and
documents.

As part of our review, we assessed the state's management controls to the extent we
determined necessary to evaluate the specific matters described above and not to provide
assurance on those controls. With respect to management controls, we obtained an
understanding of the design of relevant policies and procedures and whether they have been
placed in operation and we assessed control risk. In order to assess control risk, we performed
tests of controls to obtain evidence regarding the effectiveness of the design and operation of
certain policies and procedures.

Our review was limited to the specific matters described above and was based on
selective tests and procedures considered appropriate in the circumstances. Had we performed
additional procedures, other information might have come to our attention that would have been
included in this report.
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The accompanying information presented in the appendices is presented for informational
purposes. This information was obtained from the state's management and was not subjected to
the procedures applied in the review of fixed assets equipment.

The Results and Overall Conclusions Section presents the findings of our review of fixed
assets equipment.

(G WSt
Claire McCaskill
State Auditor

December 2, 1999 (fieldwork completion date)
The following auditors participated in the preparation of this report:

Director of Audits: Kenneth W. Kuster, CPA

Audit Manager: Randy Doerhoff, CPA
In-Charge Auditor:  Gayle Garrison
Audit Staff: Robyn Vogt

Steve Garner
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REVIEW OF FIXED ASSETS EQUIPMENT
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Weteded fixed asset equipment records of the sixteen executive departments as of June 30, 1999. Based
on our tests, we reached the following conclusions:

Some departments equi pment records were not accurate or complete.
Some departments did not properly record assets purchased in the fixed asset records.

Somedepatments could not physicaly locate equipment items that were listed on the records. In
many instances, the department did not know why the items were missing.

Some departments do not record equipment transactions in atimely manner, which increases the
likelihood of errors or omissonsin the records.

Some departments did not perform adequate annud physica inventories of equipment items.

Some equipment acquired by lease purchase agreements was not recorded in accordance with
date policy and generally accepted accounting principles.

Some departments did not report accurate information to the Office of Adminigtration (OA) for
indugon in the gaté's comprehendgve annud financid report. Record keeping or vauation
problems prevented some departments from reporting accurate equipment balances to the OA.

Degpatmants are experiencing a significant record keeping burden because they track an extensve
numbar of low ddllar value equipment items which congtitute only a small portion of the dollar vaue
of the equipment balance. As a reault, the State Auditor's office has initiated officid rulemaking
procedures to raise the capitalization threshold for fixed assat equipment items from $250 to
$1,000. When dofficidly approved, the increase in the capitaization threshold should ease some
of thereoord kegping burden but il provide adequate information for financia reporting purposes.

Departents should continue to identify and account for sengtive type equipment items below the
$1,000 threshold.

Departments should ensure a complete and accurate conversion of their fixed asset accounting
recordsto the SAM 11 system.  In addition, the departments should comply with the requirements
inthe SAM 11 Policies and Procedures manua related to accounting for fixed assets.
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REVIEW OF FIXED ASSETS EQUIPMENT
SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY

We surveyed each of the sixteen executive departments to determine the number of equipment items by
ddlar value ranges as of June 30, 1999. Each department maintainsits own records. At the end of each
fiscd year, departments are required to report equipment balances to the Office of Adminigration (OA)
for incluson in the state's comprehensive annua financid report. We reviewed gpplicable state laws and
regulations, interviewed applicable personnel of the various departments, and reviewed the departments
fixed asset equipment records and procedures.

M ethodology

We performed the following procedures as part of our audit work:

Reviewved theexenutive department's records and procedures for compliance with the requirements
of Section 34.125, RSMo 1994, CSR 40-2.031, Control of Fixed Assets, and the guide entitled
Accounting for Fixed Assets in State Departmentsissued by the State Auditor.

Sent surveys to the Sxteen executive departments (and their respective divisons and special
purpose funds, if necessary) to obtain information on equipment baances as of June 30, 1999,
organized by various dollar vaue ranges.

Revieved and evaluated the departments internal controls for fixed assets and the record keeping
systems and procedures related to equipment assets.

Selected expenditures from the state's accounting system (additions) for each department for
eguipmant purdnesss above $250. The completeness, accuracy, and timeliness of the departments
addition recordings were tested by comparing information from the purchasing documentation to
the information recorded in the equipment records.

SHeted equipment items physicdly on location at various offices in each department (160 items).
Thecompeeness and accuracy of the departments equipment records were tested by comparing
goadficinformetion noted for an observed asset to information recorded on the equipment records.

Selected a sample of assets which were recorded on the departments equipment records. The
existence and usage of each asset and the accuracy of the equipment records were tested by
physicaly locating or confirming each asst.

SHetted equipment assets removed from departments' equipment records (dispositions) during the
year ending June 30, 1999. The authenticity, accuracy, and timeliness of the departments
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dispogition recordings were tested by comparing the dispogtion information from the equipment
records to the documentation supporting each entry.
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REVIEW OF FIXED ASSETS EQUIPMENT
RESULTS AND OVERALL CONCLUSIONS

Thefixed asset equipment records of five departments wer e inaccur ate and incomplete.

The combined results of the individud tests performed a each department (tests of asset balances,
purchases, and digpogtions) indicated that some departments equipment records were significantly
deficient. Based on the items tested, the records were inaccurate or incomplete. A ligting of those
departments and their mogt sgnificant deficiencies follows:

Office of Adminigration (OA)

Some equipment items purchased were not properly recorded in the asset records.

Equipment items sdected for testing could not be physicaly located.

Equipment transactions were not recorded in atimely manner.

The OA maintains fixed assat records for the Board of Public Buildings. The Board of Public
Buildings purchases equipment with state appropriations and places some of this equipment in
huldngsomed by the board but occupied by the departments of Corrections and Menta Health.
Equipmat tataling $1,150,000 was recorded on the equipment records of both the board and the
applicable department. As aresult, these assets were reported twice to the OA.

Department of Revenue

! Some equipment items purchased were not properly recorded in the asset records.
1 Equipment items sdected for testing could not be physicaly located.

! Equipment transactions were not recorded in atimely manner.

Department of Economic Development (DED)

! Equipmatitems totaling $3,042,000 that were recorded on the Division of Job Development and
Tranng(DDT) equipment records were not reported to the OA for inclusion in the Sate's annud
financid report. These assets are located at the offices of Service Delivery Areas (SDA)
throughout the Sate.

Department of Socid Services
I Some equipment items purchased were not properly recorded in the asset records.
! Equipment items selected for testing could not be physicaly located.

Department of Corrections

I Some equipment items purchased were not properly recorded in the asset records.

! Equipment items selected for testing could not be physicaly located.

I Annud inventory procedures were not properly performed and, as aresult, errorsin the records
were not discovered.

Nearly thirtean peroent of equipment items pur chased during the year were not properly recorded
in the fixed asset records.




We tested 168 purchases of equipment and noted 21 equipment items (a 12.5% error rate) that had not
been recorded in the fixed asset records. A listing of error rates for each department follows:

Number of Number of Error
Department Errors Items Tested Percentage

Office of Adminigraion 6 23 26.1%
Revenue 4 10 40.0%
Elementary & Secondary Educeation 2 10 20.0%
Higher Education 0 9 0.0%
Agriculture 2 10 20.0%
Insurance 1 9 11.1%
Conservation 0 10 0.0%
Economic Deve opment 0 10 0.0%
Labor and Industrid Relations 0 8 0.0%
Natura Resources 0 10 0.0%
Transportation 0 10 0.0%
Public Safety 0 10 0.0%
Menta Hedth 0 10 0.0%
Socid Services 1 9 11.1%
Hedth 0 10 0.0%
Corrections _ 5 _ 10 50.0%

21 168 12.5%

Over four percent of the equipment items selected for testing could not be physically located.

We physicaly observed or obtained a confirmation response for a total of 632 items. We physicaly
observed many equipment items that were located in or near Jefferson City and we obtained signed
aofinmetionldters from the asset custodian for assets that were located in other aress of the state. A total
of 28 items (a 4.4% error rate) were not located by these procedures. A listing of error rates for each
department follows:
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Number of Number of Error

Department Errors [tems Tested Percentage
Office of Adminidration 3 38 7.9%
Revenue 2 40 5.0%
Elementary & Secondary Education 1 37 2.7%
Higher Education 2 37 5.4%
Agriculture 0 40 0.0%
Insurance 0 40 0.0%
Consarvation 2 40 5.0%
Economic Devel opment 1 40 2.5%
Labor and Industrid Relations 1 40 2.5%
Natura Resources 2 37 5.4%
Trangportation 2 38 5.3%
Public Safety 1 40 2.5%
Menta Hedth 2 40 5.0%
Socia Services 6 45 13.3%
Hedlth 1 40 2.5%
Corrections _ 2 _ 40 5.0%
28 632 4.4%

Equipment transactions wer e not r ecor ded on the equipment recordsin atimey manner.

We selected 322 equipment transactions (acquisitions and dispositions) to determine how quickly the
departments recorded these transactions in the records. We did not perform thistest for 91 items at 6
Ogpatmentsbecause their records did not track the data entry date. Of the 231 transactions we were able
to test, 19 transactions (a 8.2% error rate) were recorded more than one month after the equipmernt
transaction occurred. A listing of error rates for each department follows:

Number of Number of Error
Department Errors Items Tested Percentage

Office of Adminidration 3 39 7.7%
Revenue 3 14 21.4%
Elementary & Secondary Educeation 0 18 0.0%
Higher Education 0 9 0.0%
Agriculture 3 18 16.7%
Insurance N/A N/A N/A
Conservation 2 19 10.5%
Economic Deve opment N/A N/A N/A
Labor and Industrid Relations 0O 18 0.0%
Natura Resources 1 19 5.3%
Transportation 0 20 0.0%
Public Safety 1 6 16.7%
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Menta Hedth 3 12 25.0%
Socid Services 2 19 10.5%
Health 1 20 5.0%
Corrections N/A N/A N/A

19 231 8.2%

Somedeapartmentsdo not ensure annual inventory counts of equipment are performed and do not
ensure that employees independent of the equipment records or equipment custody are
responsblefor conducting or verifying the inventory counts.

Our review of equipment inventory procedures involved inquiries of personnd of the Sixteen executive
depatmentsregarding the timing and procedures for conducting inventory counts. Our inquiries noted that
many dgpartments have procedures in place to ensure annud inventory counts are properly performed by
independent employees. However, we did note that certain agencies either did not perform annual
invertaiesar did not ensure that independent personne wereinvolved. A listing of departments which we
noted deficienciesin is shown below:

Anannud Inventory count
inventory count personnel
was not were not
Department performed independent
Office of Adminigration-Divison of Personnd X
Conservation X
Economic Development-Public Service Commission X
Natural Resources X
Public Safety-State Emergency Management Agency X
Public Safety-Missouri State Water Patrol X
Public Safety-Missouri State Highway Petrol X
Socid Services X

During our testing we aso noted other circumstances which indicated inventory procedures were not
carefuly or properly performed. One such instance at the Department of Corrections revedled that a
vehideaontheequipment records had been disposed of in July 1997, but this vehicle had not been removed
from the records as of June 30, 1999. The physica inventory sheet for fisca year 1999 and 1998
inventory count results indicated that this vehicle had been physcdly verified in both years. We noted
amilar circumstances in our testing of the departments of Elementary and Secondary Education, Higher
Education, Agriculture, Insurance, and Menta Hedlth. Each of these departments' equi pment records had
not been properly adjusted for one or more assets which had been disposed of at least one year prior to
our review.
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Equipment acquired by some departments thr ough lease pur chase agreementsis not recorded
on the eguipment records in accordance with state policy or generally accepted accounting

principles.

Fixed asst items acquired through lease purchase agreements should be capitdized at the inception of the
agreement in an amount determined by the criteria of Financid Accounting Standards Board (FASB)
Statement 13, Accounting for Leases, which is the lesser of the present vaue of the minimum lease
payments or the fair value of the leased property. Our review reveded that some of the departments do
not properly record or value assets acquired through capita leasesin their equipment records.

Our review of procedures for recording equipment acquired through lease purchase agreements involved
inquiries of personnd of the Sixteen executive departments and review of items sdlected for testing which
were acquired through lease purchase agreements. That survey reveded the following results:

I Some equipment acquired through lease purchase agreements was not recorded on the
Ogpartments equipment records even though the assets met the applicable criteriafor capitdization.

! Some equipment acquired through lease purchase agreements was recorded on the departments
equipment records at the inception of the lease; however, the amount recorded on the equipment
recordsreflected the total of the lease payments instead of the present value of the lease payments.

! Some equipment acquired through lease purchase agreements was not recorded on the
departments equipment records until al of the lease payments had been made on the asset. In
addition, theseassets were not reported to the OA for inclusion in the state's comprehensive annud
financid report.

Inrecent years the departments have increased leasing activities; however, it gppears that the leased assets
are not aways properly accounted for in accordance with state policy or generally accepted accounting
principles.

Executive Department Surveys - Departments ar e experiencing a record keeping burden because
of the state capitalization threshold for equipment assets.

The purpose of our survey was to obtain the number of equipment items and tota dollar value of the
equpmat broken down into six dollar vaue ranges. We reviewed the surveys for mathematica accuracy
and compared the amounts to equipment vaues reported to the OA for incluson in the date's
comprehengve annud financid report. We noted discrepancies in some of the survey responses ad
investigeted various large differences. (The final survey results are presented in Appendices A, B, and
C)

As shown on the pie charts on Appendix A, alarge number of equipment items represent only asmdl

portion of the equipment dollar value. For example, equipment with values between $250 and $1,000
meke up 66% of the number of items over $250 but only 13% of the total dollar vaue of items over $250.
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Whileitis important for some of these assets to be tracked due to their sensitive nature or susceptibility to
theft, meny of these items  could be diminated from the fixed asset record if the capitalization threshold was
raised to $1,000.

Inaddition to tracking the large volume of assets between $250 and $1,000, the departments also track
numerous items below the $250 threshold that they consider to be senditive or susceptible to theft. Our
auvey indicated that the departments currently track 139,317 equipment items under the $250 threshold.
Theseassds represent 25% of the number of assets tracked by the departments but only 2% of the vaue.

Chapter saven, Property Items Under the Dollar Vaue Threshold, in the guide Accounting for Fixed
Assets in Sate Departments and Section 4 of 15 CSR 40-2.031 require that the departments”...shal
identify its sengitive items, implement appropriate procedures for adequate control, and perform annua
inventories" Sendtive items are defined as property items with a cost under $250 which are considered
atractive or easly pilfered. Each department is charged with the responsibility of ensuring that controls
are adequate over the assets they determine to be sengitive.

We surveyed the sixteen departments regarding their procedures for assessing the sengitive nature of
eguipment that costs less than $250. Our survey reveded that the Department of Higher Education, the
Department of Economic Development - Divison of Professond Regidration, the Department of Public
SHdy - Sae Emergency Management Agency, and the Department of Mental Hedlth - Centra Office do
not record any items under $250 on their fixed asset records and do not consider any items below $250
tobesadtive Departments that identified sengitive items had implemented procedures to ensure the items
were tagged and accounted for in the fixed asset records except for the Department of Economic
Development - Divison of Finance. The Divison of Finance tagged sengtive items but maintained a
sgadelog of those items instead of recording the items in their fixed asset records. We dso noted there
wasaggnificant difference in the criteria used by the departments to determine if an item was sendtive, as
follows

! The Department of Transportation records al assets which cost $100 or more.

I The Department of Corrections records all assets which cost $100 or more except for furniture.

I TheDepatrrent of Labor and Industrial Relations does not record any asset which costs less than
$60; however, assets between $50 and $250 may be recorded as sengitive items if the assets are
consdered susceptible to loss or theft or have ahigh level of desirability for persona use.

I The Department of Social Services does not record any asset which costs less than $100;
however, assets between $100 and $250 may be recorded as sensitive items if the items are
consdered susceptible to loss or theft or have ahigh level of desirability for persona use.

I The remaining departments do not have a minimum dollar value for determining senstive items;

however, assts cogting less than $250 may be recorded as sengtive items if the items are
consdered susceptible to loss or theft or have ahigh level of desirability for persona use.
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Overall Conclusions

Section 34.125, RSMo 1994, directs each state department to keep an inventory of nonexpendable
property of fixed assets in its possesson. Each department is responsible for identifying and tracking
nonexpendable property by make, modd, serid number, and acquisition cost. A property tagisto be
ateched to each asset and the department must ensure the proper use and retention of the assets. Findly,
theState Auditor is responsible for prescribing the form for the inventory of nonexpendable property and
the minimum vaue of assetsthat are required to be accounted for as nonexpendable property.

The guide Accounting for Fixed Assets in State Departmentsissued by the State Auditor States,

"The importance of having a complete and accurate accounting of fixed assets cannot be
emphasized too strongly. Adequate accounting procedures and records for fixed assets
aeessentia for financia reporting and the protective custody of government property. ...
The responghility of sewardship involved in safeguarding such alarge public investment
isdf the utmost importance to sound financia adminigtration, and this respongbility can be
effectivdy discharged only through adequate fixed asset accounting policies ad
procedures.”

15 CSR 40-2.031(2) further states,

"Each dgpatment shdl establish and maintain a system of control for fixed assets. As part
of these respongbilities, a department should periodicaly review its system and adjust or
modify the level of control to correct deficiencies.”

The guide and the CSR provide further information regarding the identification of capitdizable assets and
fixed assats with a sengtive nature. In addition, information regarding the responsibility for and the format
and maintenance of the fixed asset accounting systems are discussed.

As noted throughout this report, sgnificant deficiencies have been noted in the departments systems of
control for fixed assets. Some departments fixed asset records gppear to be significantly deficient and
contanmany inaccurate entries. Many of these inaccurate entries exist because the departments have not
caefully designed controls for fixed assets to ensure that transactions are properly recorded. We also
noted that severd departments physicd inventory procedures are not performed in a timely manner or
caefully enough to detect inaccurate information in the fixed assat records. The departments are likely
experiencing some of these problems because the current system requires that a large number of small
ddlar itemsbe tagged and maintained on inventory. As aresult, the time spent by departments to maintain
fixed asset records is concentrated heavily on smdl dollar items. In addition, it gppears the lack of a
cantralized accounting system for fixed assets contributes to the deficiencies we noted in our review. The
departments began using the sate's new SAM |1 accounting system in July 1999. This system includesa
program for recording and accounting for equipment assets. If used correctly by the departments, this
system should provide increased accuracy in the accounting for the state's fixed assets.
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To help address the concerns noted, the State Auditor's Office will change the CSR to raise the
cptdizaion threshold for fixed asset equipment items from $250 to $1,000. When approved, the increase
in the capitdization threshold should ease some of the record keeping burden but till provide adequate
information for financia reporting purposes. However, the departments should continue to identify and
account for sengtive type equipment items below the $1,000 threshold.

Thisrepartisinteded for the information of the management of the state of Missouri. However, this report
isamatter of public record and its digtribution is not limited.
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APPENDIX A
CHARTS OF THE NUMBER OF EQUIPMENT ITEMSAND DOLLAR VALUES
JUNE 30, 1999
Number of Assets

$0-8250
139,317
25.4%

$251-$500
182,429
33.2%

$5,001 and over
29,184
5.3%

$1,001-$5,000

109,174
$501-$750 19.9%
,335
11.0%
28,483
5.2%
Value of Assets
$1,001-$5,000
$237,091,426
24.3% $751-$1,000
$24,891,743
0,

5%

$501-8750
$36,613,142
3.7%

$251-$500
$63,826,763
6.5%

$0-$250
$20,489,081
2.1%

$5,001 and over
$594,936,723
60.9%
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Appendix B

REVIEW OF FIXED ASSETS EQUIPMENT
SCHEDULE OF EQUIPMENT AMOUNTS BY DOLLAR VALUES
JUNE 30, 1999

Dollar Value of Assets

State Department $0 - $250 $251 - $500 $501 - $750 $751 - $1,000 $1,001 - $5,000 $5,001 and over Tota
Office of Administration 875,175 ¢ 2,500,224 ¢ 1,333,945 ¢ 806,328 ¢ 7,270,983 ¢ 39,652,109 ¢ 52,438,764
Department of Agriculture 444,420 649,600 299,776 285,540 2,486,393 6,176,596 10,342,325
Department of Conservation 1,072,041 2,962,115 2,587,831 1,433,961 13,218,399 40,959,546 62,233,893
Department of Corrections * 4,506,288 11,949,537 7,856,838 5,026,481 19,407,161 52,473,809 101,220,114
Department of Economic Development 498,767 1,649,357 822,884 540,774 6,512,716 5,000,227 15,024,725
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education ** 259,154 3,648,919 2,339,670 1,317,149 11,511,681 10,959,679 30,036,252
Coordinating Board for Higher Education 249 88,998 46,778 19,703 450,381 793,429 1,399,538
Department of Health 57,538 2,208,739 812,158 571,376 8,431,059 6,252,656 18,333,526
Department of Insurance 20,547 263,010 218,268 29,643 1,173,051 590,713 2,295,232
Department of Labor and Industrial Relations 475,289 2,428,677 1,102,560 799,486 13,714,030 15,421,434 33,941,476
Department of Mental Health 1,057,151 8,682,705 4,484,755 2,331,059 19,685,599 26,720,980 62,962,249
Department of Natural Resources 904,404 3,028,665 1,396,050 912,587 10,514,532 23,460,915 40,217,153
Department of Public Safety 1,542,795 6,582,917 3,520,709 2,944,310 22,225,006 61,078,954 97,894,691
Department of Revenue 1,352,086 2,571,938 943,187 741,273 11,025,383 22,809,253 39,443,120
Department of Social Services 1,444,114 6,856,592 3,094,207 1,678,655 43,897,511 20,719,988 77,691,067
Department of Transportation 5,979,063 7,754,770 5,753,526 5,453,418 45,567,541 261,866,435 332,374,753
Total 20,489,081 ¢ 63,826,763 ¢ 36,613,142 ¢ 24,891,743 ¢ 237,091,426 ¢ 594,936,723 ¢ 977,848,878
Percentage of Total 2.1% 6.5% 3.7% 2.5% 24.3% 60.9% 100.0%

*  The Department of Corrections reported information as of August 19, 1999.
**  The Department of Elementary and Secondary Education reported information as of August 24, 1999.



Appendix C

REVIEW OF FIXED ASSETS EQUIPMENT

SCHEDULE OF NUMBER OF EQUIPMENT ITEMSBY DOLLAR VALUES

JUNE 30, 1999

Number of Assets

State Department $0 - $250 $251 - $500 $501 - $750 $751 - $1,000 $1,001 - $5,000 $5,001 and over Tota
Office of Administration 6,289 7,172 2,208 928 3,295 692 20,584
Department of Agriculture 3,595 1,764 475 322 1,024 448 7,628
Department of Conservation 7,053 8,370 4,278 1,627 5,503 2,494 29,325
Department of Corrections* 25,677 33,315 12,902 5,704 9,555 2,847 90,000
Department of Economic Development 4,958 4,634 1,359 621 3131 431 15,134
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education ** 1,414 10,177 3,898 1,533 5,139 779 22,940
Coordinating Board for Higher Education 1 270 77 22 193 44 607
Department of Health 347 6,525 1,326 643 4,132 453 13,426
Department of Insurance 181 751 359 34 504 67 1,896
Department of Labor and Industrial Relations 3,204 6,877 1,768 884 6,702 536 19,971
Department of Mental Health 6,877 24,626 7,342 2,682 9,491 1,799 52,817
Department of Natural Resources 6,092 9,136 2,441 1,133 4,640 1,708 25,150
Department of Public Safety 12,856 19,352 5,752 3,375 10,531 3,319 55,185
Department of Revenue 15,966 7,605 1,539 841 6,315 784 33,050
Department of Social Services 8,280 19,886 5,136 1,914 18,161 1,619 54,996
Department of Transportation 36,527 21,969 9,475 6,220 20,858 11,164 106,213
Total 139,317 182,429 60,335 28,483 109,174 29,184 548,922
Percentage of Total 25.4% 33.2% 11.0% 5.2% 19.9% 5.3% 100.0%

*  The Department of Corrections reported equipment information as of August 19, 1999.
**  The Department of Elementary and Secondary Education reported information as of August 24, 1999.
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